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Preface
The 33rd edition of the Italian Convention of Computational Logic (CILC 2018), the annual meeting
organized by GULP (Gruppo ricercatori e Utenti Logic Programming), was hosted by the Free Univer-
sity of Bozen-Bolzano, from September 20th to September 22nd, 2018. CILC is the leading forum for
the exchange of ideas and experiences between Italian researchers working in the theory and practice
of computational logic, although it has broaden its topics of interest also to related areas.
The technical program of CILC 2018 included 21 presentations, among which 13 papers are in-
cluded in these proceedings and further 8 appeared or have been submitted elsewhere. Paper selection
was made by peer reviewing, and each submitted paper received three reviews by members of the Pro-
gram Committee. The contributions address different topics related to computational logic, including
verification and validation, temporal and spatial reasoning, description logics, probabilistic reasoning,
constraint logic programming.
The program was also enriched by the keynote “Reasoning and Planning for LTLf/LDLf goals"
by Giuseppe De Giacomo, Sapienza University of Rome, and with 2 tutorials:
– Probabilistic logic languages and their combination
Riccardo Zese, University of Ferrara
– Ontology-based Data Access: Relational Data and Beyond
Diego Calvanese, Free University of Bozen-Bolzano
In addition, we had the pleasure of hosting a special session where Alberto Pettorossi shared his
professional experience and highlighted his personal contribution to the field of computational logic.
The presentations of papers not included in the proceedings were the following:
– Reasoning with Justifiable Exceptions in Contextual Hierarchies
Loris Bozzato, Thomas Eiter, Luciano Serafini
– Meta-programming and symbolic execution for detecting run-time errors in Erlang programs
Emanuele De Angelis, Fabio Fioravanti, Adrian Palacios, Alberto Pettorossi, Maurizio Proietti
– Deciding the Consistency of Branching Time Interval Networks
Marco Gavanelli, Alessandro Passantino, Guido Sciavicco
– A set-based reasoner for the description logic DL4,xD
Domenico Cantone, Marianna Nicolosi-Asmundo, Daniele Francesco Santamaria
– Persistent Stochastic Non-Interference
Carla Piazza, Sabina Rossi, Jane Hillston
– Verification of Data-Aware Processes via Array-Based Systems (Abridged Version)
Diego Calvanese, Silvio Ghilardi, Alessandro Gianola, Marco Montali, Andrey Rivkin
– Modeling and Reasoning over Declarative Data-Aware Processes: The Object-Centric Behavioral
Constraint Approach
Alessandro Artale, Marco Montali, Wil van der Aalst
– Declarative Parameterized Verification of Topology-sensitive Distributed Protocols
Giorgio Delzanno, Sylvain Conchon, Angelo Ferrando
We would like to thank all the people who have contributed to the success of CILC 2018: the
authors, the tutorials and keynote speakers, the reviewers, the participants, the local organizers and
sponsors. Special thanks goes to the President of GULP, Agostino Dovier, and the secretary of GULP,
Marco Gavanelli, for their support in the organization of the event.
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Abstract. As of today, the question remains open as to whether the
quaternary quartic equation
9 · (u2 + 7 v2)2 − 7 · (r2 + 7 s2)2 = 2 , (*)
which M. Davis put forward in 1968, has only finitely many solutions in
integers. If the answer were affirmative then—as noted by M. Davis, Yu.
V. Matiyasevich, and J. Robinson in 1976—every r.e. set would turn out
to admit a single-fold polynomial Diophantine representation.
New candidate ‘rule-them-all’ equations, constructed by the same recipe
which led to (*), are proposed in this paper.
Key words. Hilbert’s 10th problem, exponential-growth relation, finite-
fold Diophantine representation, Pell’s equation.
Introduction
As was anticipated in [3] and then conclusively shown in 1961 [4], every recur-
sively enumerable relation R(a1, . . . , an) ⊆ Nn can be specified in the form
R(a1, . . . , an)⇐⇒ ∃x1 · · · ∃xm ϕ(
variables︷ ︸︸ ︷
a1, . . . , an︸ ︷︷ ︸
parameters
, x1, . . . , xm︸ ︷︷ ︸
unknowns
) , (†)
for some formula ϕ that only involves:
– the shown variables,
– positive integer constants,
– addition, multiplication, exponentiation (namely the predicate xy = z),
– the logical connectives & , ∨, ∃x, = .
This result, known as the Davis-Putnam-Robinson (or ‘DPR’) theorem, was
later improved by Yu. Matiyasevich in two respects: in [7] he showed how to ban
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use of exponentiation, altogether, from (†); in [8], while retaining exponentiation,
he achieved single-fold -ness of the representation, in the sense explained below.1
A representation
∃→x ϕ(→a , →x )
of R in the above form (†) is said to be single-fold if
∀→a ∀→x ∀→y
[
ϕ(
→
a ,
→
x ) & ϕ(
→
a ,
→
y ) =⇒ →x = →y
]
(i.e., the constraint ϕ( a1, . . . , an , x1, . . . , xm ) never has multiple solutions). The
definition of finite-fold -ness is akin: The overall number of solutions (in the x’s)
that correspond to each n-tuple 〈a1, . . . , an〉 of actual parameters must be finite.
In [6], Matiyasevich argues on the significance of combining his two improve-
ments to DPR, and on the difficulty (as yet unsolved) of this reconciliation. Full
elimination of exponentiation from (†) is generally achieved in two phases: one
first gets the polynomial Diophantine representation of a relation of exponen-
tial growth (see [11]), and then integrates this representation with additional
constraints in order to represent the predicate xy = z polynomially. Unfortu-
nately, though, the solutions to the equations introduced in the first phase have
a periodic behavior, causing the equations that specify exponentiation to have
infinitely many solutions.
One way out of this difficulty was indicated in [2], and has been recently
recalled in [6, 9]: If one managed to prove that there are only a finite number of
solutions to a certain quaternary quartic equation, which M. Davis put forward
in his “One equation to rule them all” [1], then a relation of exponential growth
could be represented by a single-fold Diophantine polynomial equation.
Skepticism concerning the finitude of the set of solutions to Davis’s equation
began to circulate among number theorists after D. Shanks and S. S. Wagstaff
[14] discovered some fifty elements of this set. This is why we sought—and will
present in this paper—new candidates to the role of ‘rule-them-all’ equation, by
resorting to much the same recipe which enabled Davis to obtain his own.
1 Four candidate rule-them-all equations
As of today, there are four competitors for the role of ‘rule-them-all’ equation’
over N (one was originally proposed in [1], the other three were detected by us):
-2: 2 · (r2 + 2 s2)2 − (u2 + 2 v2)2 = 1 ;
-3: 3 · (r2 + 3 s2)2 − (u2 + 3 v2)2 = 2 ;
-7: 9 · (u2 + 7 v2)2 − 7 · (r2 + 7 s2)2 = 2 ;
1 A virtue of the representation proposed in [8] is that the predicate xy = z occurs in
it only once; Matiyasevich was in fact able to ensure singlefold-ness while reducing
(†) to the elegant format
R(a1, . . . , an) ⇐⇒ ∃x0 ∃x1 · · · ∃xm P (a1, . . . , an, x1, . . . , xm) = 4x0 + x0 ,
where P is a polynomial with coefficients in Z.
-11: 11 · (r2 ± r s + 3 s2)2 − (v2 ± v u+ 3u2)2 = 2
(four sign combinations).
Each one of these equations stems from a square-free rational integer d > 1
such that the integers of the imaginary quadratic field Q(
√−d) form a unique-
factorization domain. The numbers in question are known to be 1, 2, 3, 7, 11,
19, 43, 67, 163, and no others. Consider, for each such d except d = 1, also
the equation d y2 + 1 =  (meaning: ‘d y2 + 1 is a perfect square’). As is well
known, this is a Pell equation endowed with infinitely many solutions in N.
The equations we have listed are associated—in the manner discussed below—
with the discriminants −2,−3,−7,−11 of the corresponding Pell equations; in
principle we could have associated a rule-them-all equation also with each one
of −19,−43,−67,−163.
Trivial solutions: A solution in N, for each of the four rule-them-all equa-
tions shown above, is: r = u = 1 , s = v = 0 .
The trivial solutions, in Z, of 11 · (r2 + r s + 3 s2)2 − (v2 + v u+ 3u2)2 = 2
are: s = 0, r ∈ {−1, 1} and either v = 0, u ∈ {−1, 1} or u = 1, v = −1.
Non-trivial solutions (in N): As mentioned in the Introduction, at least
50 solutions were found for the rule-them-all equation with discriminant −7.
Two non-trivial solutions for the discriminant −3 were detected, and kindly
communicated to us, by Boris Z. Moroz (Rheinische Friedrich-Wilhelms-Univer-
sita¨t Bonn) and Carsten Roschinski:2
r = 16 , s = 25 , u = 4 , v = 35 ;
r = 124088 , s = 7307 , u = 134788 , v = 54097 .
Presently we know no non-trivial solutions for the discriminants -2 and -11.
Relative to each one of our discriminants −2,−3,−7,−11, we have a notion
of representable number ; to wit, a positive integer which can be written in
the respective quadratic form (with u, v ∈ Z):
-2: u2 + 2 v2 ,
-3: u2 + 3 v2 ,
-7: u2 + 7 v2 ,
-11: v2 + v u+ 3u2 .
Let us also point out, for the respective discriminants, the poison primes:
-2: prime numbers p such that p ≡ 5, 7 (mod 8) ;
-3: prime numbers p such that p ≡ 2 (mod 3) ;
-7: prime numbers p such that p ≡ 3, 5, 6 (mod 7) ;
-11: prime numbers p such that p ≡ 2, 6, 7, 8, 10 (mod 11) .
Thus, it can be proved that the representable positive integers are precisely the
ones in whose factorization no poison prime appears with an odd exponent.3
2 Independently, also Alessandro Logar (Univ. of Trieste) found the same solutions.
3 In the case of −7, this claim must be restrained to the odd representable positive
integers.
2 Quick discussion referring to the discriminant -11
Since we cannot afford discussing at length each of the four candidate rule-them-
all equations, we will offer a bird’s-eye view of how to construct, directly from
the unproven assertion that the quaternary quartic equation
11 · (r2 + r s + 3 s2)2 − (v2 + v u+ 3u2)2 = 2 (‡)
has only finitely many integer solutions, a finite-fold polynomial Diophantine
representation of a relation of exponential growth.
Take into account the increasing sequence 〈yi〉i∈N = 〈0, 3, 60, 1197, . . .〉 of all
solutions to the Pell equation 11 y2 + 1 =  . Also consider the relations:
OD(a, b) ⇔Def ∃x
[
(2x+ 1) a = b
]
,
J (u , w ) ⇔Def w ∈ {y22 `+1 : ` > 2} & OD(u , w ) .
It can easily be shown that J is of exponential growth in Julia Robinson’s
sense, namely that:
– J (u, v) implies v < uu ;
– for each `, there are u and v such that J (u, v) & u` < v .
Does the predicate w ∈ {y22 `+1 : ` > 2}—and, consequently, J—admit a poly-
nomial Diophantine representation? It turns out that the following are necessary
and sufficient conditions in order for w ∈ {y22 `+1 : ` > 2} to hold:
(i) w > 3 ;
(ii) 11w2 + 1 =  ;
(iii) ∃ v ∃u (w = v2 ± v u+ 3u2) ;
(iv) [(r2 + r s+ 3 s2) · (v2 + vu+ 3u2)] - w, for any non-trivial integer
solution to 11 · (r2 + r s+ 3 s2)2 − (υ2 + υ u+ 3 u2)2 = 2 .
This results in a Diophantine specification if the number of solutions to the novel
quaternary quartic (‡) is finite ! An issue that must be left open here.
Notice that the only potential source of multiple solutions to the above rep-
resentation of J is condition (iii), which, anyhow, is finite-fold.
The issue as to whether (‡) has only finitely many solutions over N can be
recast as the analogous problem concerning the system{
11 ξ2 − η2 = 2
ξ η = ν2 + ν t+ 3 t2
over Z.
The existence of finite-fold Diophantine representations for all r.e. sets thus
reduces to the finitude of the set of integer points lying on a specific surface.
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A Addendum referring to the discriminant -11
Here we provide clues on how to associate a quaternary quartic, candidate rule-
them-all, equation with the number -11.
Along with the above-considered sequence 〈yi〉i∈N of all solutions to the Pell
equation 11 y2 + 1 =  , take also into account the associated sequence 〈xi〉i∈N =
〈1, 10, 199, 3970, . . . 〉 with xi =
√
11 y2i + 1. Then we have:
– for every h > 0, y2h is representable in the form υ
2 + υ u + 3u2 iff 2 - h ,
since y2h = 2
h+1 · 15 ·∏0<i<h x2i ;
– if y2` (2h+1) is representable (in that form), so are
coprime numbers︷ ︸︸ ︷
3xh + 11 yh and xh + 3 yh ;
– if yn is representable for some n > 0 not a power of 2, then the system X
2 − 11 Y 2 = 1 ,
3X + 11Y = υ2 + υ u+ 3 u2 ,
X + 3Y = r2 + r s + 3 s2
has an integer solution for which Y 6= 0 ; consequently, the equation
11 · (r2 + r s+ 3 s2)2 − (υ2 + υ u+ 3 u2)2 = 2 (‡)
has a non-trivial integer solution 〈r, s, v, u〉, a solution being dubbed trivial
when it satisfies both of r2 + r s + 3 s2 = 1 and υ2 + υ u+ 3u2 = 3. Such a
solution 〈r, s, v, u〉 will also satisfy [(r2 + r s+ 3 s2) · (υ2 + υ u+ 3 u2)] | yn.
Let H stand for the assertion (whose truth, as of today, must be left open):
‖ The equation (‡) has no solutions in integers except the trivial ones.
Moreover, let H′ stand for the weaker—and also open—assertion:
‖ The equation (‡) admits at most finitely many solutions in integers.
Then the above-listed facts yield that:
Theorem 1. H implies that yn is representable for n > 1 if and only if n is an
odd power of 2.
Corollary 1. H implies that { y22 `+1 : ` = 0, 1, 2, . . . } is a Diophantine set.
Lemma 1. H′ implies that { y22 `+1 : ` = 0, 1, 2, . . . } is a Diophantine set.
